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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, and 4-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sayers (U.S. 2005/0083882). 

As per claim 1, Sayers teaches a system comprising: at least one wireless system server 
having at least a primary communication system (paragraphs 0020-0023, 0026-0028); and at 
least one wireless component having at least a primary communication system configured for 
communicating with the primary communication system of the server, wherein the component 
sends configuration information to the server using a secondary communication system that is 
out-of-band with the primary systems, the configuration information including at least one of: 
encryption key, media access address, or network name (0020-0023, 0026-0028, 0041-0042). 
Sayers does not specifically teach that the system is a home entertainment system. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
ability to employ this functionality into a home entertainment system, where components send 
configuration information to a server. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that the stated 
problems, namely security and the prevention of signal interception, also exist in a home 
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entertainment system as it does in the computing system of Sayers. Employing these concepts 
into a home entertainment system would prevent intrusion by attackers, would enhance security, 
and would have been envisioned by one of ordinary skill in the art. 

As per claim 2, Sayers teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the server sends 
configuration information using a secondary communication system to the component (0020- 
0023, 0026-0028, 0041-0042). 

As per claim 4, Sayers teaches the system of claim 1 , but does not specifically teach that 
the secondary communication system includes at least one removable media drive and at least 
one media component removably engageable with the drive. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include the ability to include disk drives or smart card functionality, 
for example, to assist in the configuration process. Such concepts are well known in the art of 
computing, such that disks may contain configuration information, for example, and constitute 
design choices rather than a patentable distinction. 

As per claim 5, Sayers teaches the system of Claim 1, wherein the secondary 
communication system is an infrared system, each of the server and the component having at 
least one respective IR port, the configuration information being exchangeable through the ports 
(0020-0023, 0026-0028). 

As per claim 6, Sayers teaches the system of claim 5, wherein the configuration 
information is exchangeable only when the ports are aligned with each other in line of sight of 
each other (0020-0023, 0026-0028). 

As per claim 7, Sayers teaches the system of claim 5, but does not specifically employ the 
use of a remote control establishing a relay node. It would have been obvious to include the 
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ability to use a remote control device establishing a relay node between the ports. These 
methods constitute a well known method through which out-of-band communication may take 
place. As Sayers teaches out-of-band communication, the inclusion of this particular type of out- 
of-band communication constitutes a design choice rather than a patentable distinction. 

As per claim 8, Sayers teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the secondary 
communication system is a near field system that requires a communication distance between the 
component and server of less than about twenty five feet to permit exchange of the configuration 
information (0020-0023, 0026-0028). 

As per claim 9, Sayers teaches the system of claim 8, wherein the configuration 
information is exchanged automatically between the server and component when the distance 
between them is within the communication distance (0020-0023, 0026-0028). 

As per claim 10, Sayers teaches the system of claim 8, but does not specifically teach 
exchanging communication information when the user manipulates a button on the server or the 
component. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the ability to 
press a button on the component and server to exchange information. This concept is common in 
the art of information exchange, and constitutes a design choice rather than a patentable 
distinction. 

As per claim 11, Sayers teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the secondary 
communication systems are personal area networks (0020-0023, 0026-0028). 

As per claim 12, Sayers teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the primary 
communication system is an 802.1 1 system (0020-0023, 0026-0028). 
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As per claim 13, Sayers teaches the system of claim 12, but does not specifically teach 
that the server is a set-top box receiver. Sayers teaches that the server may be a computer or a 
base station, for example. As such, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to 
employ the server as a set-top box receiver. The use of such receivers is common in the art of 
communication services, and constitutes a design choice rather than a patentable distinction. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is (571)272-3881. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on 571/272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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